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duty-free treatment for live plants and fresh
cut flowers described in chapter 6 of the Har-
monized Tariff Schedule of the United
States; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. BIDEN:
S. 1053. A bill to reauthorize the Office of

National Drug Control Policy, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

f

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. DASCHLE:
S. 1045. A bill to prohibit discrimina-

tion in employment on the basis of ge-
netic information, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Labor and
Human Resources.

THE GENETIC JUSTICE ACT

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, the ad-
vent of testing for genes that may indi-
cate a predisposition to disease has
presented us with a new series of op-
portunities and challenges. While prior
awareness of susceptibility to disease
offers millions the chance to take pre-
ventive measures that will help them
live healthier and longer lives, there
also exists the possibility that genetic
information will be misused. It is for
that reason that I am introducing S.
1045, The Genetic Justice Act. This leg-
islation will ensure that employees
will not suffer adverse employment
consequences as a result of improper
use of genetic information and that
employee privacy is protected.

Scientific advances now make it pos-
sible to identify genes that may indi-
cate a predisposition to disease. For ex-
ample, tests for genes associated with
hereditary breast cancer will soon be
commercially available. Genetic infor-
mation may prove highly beneficial in
areas related to prevention, treatment,
diet, or lifestyle. While this is pro-
foundly good news for patients, it also
raises fears regarding how genetic in-
formation will be used in the work-
place. Advances in genetic testing and
screening, accelerated by the National
Institutes of Health Human Genome
Initiative, increase physicians’ ability
to detect and monitor chromosomal
differences. These technologies and
their resulting genomic data will en-
hance medical science, but may also
lead to discrimination.

Regrettably, many employers may
not hire individuals whom they believe
will require time off or medical treat-
ment at some point in the future due
to a genetically transmitted disease.
This discrimination could result de-
spite the fact that genetic testing only
indicates that an individual may be
predisposed to a disease—not whether
that disease will develop.

Anecdotal evidence suggests that
fear of discrimination already has in-
hibited people who may be susceptible
to disease from getting genetic testing.
In some cases, this means that gene
carriers will miss out on early diag-
nosis, treatment or even prevention. If
consumers avoid taking advantage of
available diagnostic tests out of fear of

discrimination, they may suffer much
more serious—and more expensive—
health problems in the long run.

We will pay the price in more than
increased health care costs if we allow
genetic information to be used in a dis-
criminatory manner. Discrimination
based on genetic factors can be as un-
just as that based on race, national ori-
gin, religion, sex, or disability. In each
case, people are treated inequitably,
not because of their inherent abilities,
but solely because of irrelevant charac-
teristics. Genetic discrimination that
excludes qualified individuals from em-
ployment robs the marketplace of
skills, energy, and imagination. Fi-
nally, genetic discrimination under-
cuts the Human Genome Initiative’s
fundamental purpose of promoting pub-
lic health. Investing resources in the
Genome Initiative is justified by the
benefits of identifying, preventing, and
developing effective treatments for dis-
ease. But if fear of discrimination de-
ters people from genetic diagnosis or
from confiding in physicians and ge-
netic counselors, and makes them more
concerned with job loss than with care
and treatment, our understanding of
the humane genome will be for naught.

Because genetic information could be
used unfairly, Congress must expand
the scope of employment discrimina-
tion law to include a ban on genetic
discrimination. Our bill forbids em-
ployers from discriminating in hiring
or in the terms and conditions of em-
ployment, and limits their ability to
acquire genetic information. In order
to acquire such information, an em-
ployer must show that the information
is job-related and that the employee
has consented to the disclosure.

Now, before the use of genetic infor-
mation becomes widespread, we must
make sure that dramatic scientific ad-
vances do not have negative con-
sequences for the public. We have an
historic opportunity to preempt this
problem.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill text be printed in the
RECORD and hope my colleagues will
join me in supporting this important
legislation.

There being no objection, the bill was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

S. 1045
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘The Genetic
Justice Act’’.
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:
(1) EMPLOYEE; EMPLOYER; EMPLOYMENT

AGENCY; LABOR ORGANIZATION; MEMBER.—The
terms ‘‘employee’’, ‘‘employer’’, ‘‘employ-
ment agency’’, and ‘‘labor organization’’
have the meanings given the terms in sec-
tion 701 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42
U.S.C. 2000e). The terms ‘‘employee’’ and
‘‘member’’ include an applicant for employ-
ment and an applicant for membership in a
labor organization, respectively.

(2) GENETIC INFORMATION.—The term ‘‘ge-
netic information’’, used with respect to an

individual, means information (including in-
formation regarding carrier status and infor-
mation derived from a laboratory test that
identifies mutations in specific genes or
chromosomes, a physical medical examina-
tion, a family history, and a direct analysis
of genes or chromosomes) about a gene, gene
product, or inherited characteristic that de-
rives from the individual or a family member
of the individual.

(3) GENETIC SERVICES.—The term ‘‘genetic
services’’ means genetic evaluation, genetic
testing, genetic counseling, and related serv-
ices.

SEC. 3. EMPLOYER PRACTICES.

It shall be an unlawful employment prac-
tice for an employer—

(1) to fail or refuse to hire or to discharge
any individual, or otherwise to discriminate
against any individual with respect to the
compensation, terms, conditions, or privi-
leges of employment of the individual, be-
cause of genetic information with respect to
the individual, including an inquiry by the
individual regarding genetic services;

(2) to limit, segregate, or classify the em-
ployees of the employer in any way that
would deprive or tend to deprive any individ-
ual of employment opportunities or other-
wise adversely affect the status of the indi-
vidual as an employee, because of genetic in-
formation with respect to the individual, in-
cluding an inquiry by the individual regard-
ing genetic services; or

(3) to request or require the collection for
the employer or disclosure to the employer
of genetic information with respect to an in-
dividual unless the employer shows that—

(A) the employer made the request or re-
quirement after making an offer of employ-
ment to the individual;

(B) the information is job-related for the
position in question and consistent with
business necessity; and

(C) the knowing and voluntary written
consent of the individual has been obtained
for the request or requirement, and the col-
lection or disclosure.

SEC. 4. EMPLOYMENT AGENCY PRACTICES.

It shall be an unlawful employment prac-
tice for an employment agency to fail or
refuse to refer for employment, or otherwise
to discriminate against, any individual be-
cause of genetic information with respect to
the individual, including an inquiry by the
individual regarding genetic services.

SEC. 5. LABOR ORGANIZATION PRACTICES.

It shall be an unlawful employment prac-
tice for a labor organization—

(1) to exclude or to expel from the member-
ship of the organization, or otherwise to dis-
criminate against, any individual because of
genetic information with respect to the indi-
vidual, including an inquiry by the individ-
ual regarding genetic services;

(2) to limit, segregate, or classify the mem-
bers of the organization, or to classify or fail
or refuse to refer for employment any indi-
vidual, in any way that would deprive or
tend to deprive any individual of employ-
ment opportunities, or would limit the em-
ployment opportunities or otherwise ad-
versely affect the status of the individual as
an employee, because of genetic information
with respect to the individual, including an
inquiry by the individual regarding genetic
services; or

(3) to cause or attempt to cause an em-
ployer to discriminate against an individual
in violation of this section.

SEC. 6. TRAINING PROGRAMS.

It shall be an unlawful employment prac-
tice for any employer, labor organization, or
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joint labor-management committee control-
ling apprenticeship or other training or re-
training, including on-the-job training pro-
grams, to discriminate against any individ-
ual because of genetic information with re-
spect to the individual, including an inquiry
by the individual regarding genetic services,
in admission to, or employment in, any pro-
gram established to provide apprenticeship
or other training or retraining.
SEC. 7. CONFIDENTIALITY.

If an employer, labor organization, or em-
ployment agency possesses genetic informa-
tion about an employee, the employer, labor
organization, or employment agency—

(1) shall maintain the information on sepa-
rate forms and in separate medical files, and
treat the information as a confidential medi-
cal record, except that, if the employee pro-
vides knowing and voluntary written con-
sent—

(A) the employer may inform a supervisor
or manager of the employee regarding a nec-
essary restriction on the work or duties of,
or a necessary accommodation for, the em-
ployee;

(B) the employer may inform first aid and
safety personnel (when appropriate, within
the meaning of section 102(d)(3)(B)(ii) of the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42
U.S.C. 12112(d)(3)(B)(ii))); and

(C) the employer shall provide relevant in-
formation to a government official inves-
tigating compliance with this Act, on re-
quest;

(2) shall disclose the information to the
employee at the request of the employee; and

(3) shall not otherwise disclose the infor-
mation.
SEC. 8. CIVIL ACTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—An employee or member
of a labor organization may bring an action
in a Federal or State court of competent ju-
risdiction against an employer, employment
agency, labor organization, or joint labor-
management committee who violates this
Act.

(b) CLASS ACTIONS.—The employee or mem-
ber may bring the action for and in behalf
of—

(1) the employee or member; or
(2) the employee or member, and other em-

ployees or members of the labor organization
who are similarly situated.

(c) REMEDY.—The court in which the ac-
tion is brought may award any appropriate
legal or equitable relief.
SEC. 9. CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to
limit the rights or protections of an em-
ployee or member of a labor organization
under the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.).

By Mr. JEFFORDS (for himself,
Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. FRIST, and
Ms. COLLINS):

S. 1046. A bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal years 1998 and 1999 for
the National Science Foundation, and
for other purposes; to the Committee
on Labor and Human Resources.

THE NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 1997

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. President, I rise
to introduce, with my colleagues Sen-
ators KENNEDY, FRIST, and COLLINS, the
National Science Foundation Author-
ization Act of 1997. Our legislation au-
thorizes the National Science Founda-
tion [NSF] for fiscal years 1998 and 1999
and is similar to the legislation that
was approved by the House of Rep-
resentatives by voice vote on April 24,
1997.

The strong bipartisan support which
NSF enjoys is a product of its historic
contribution to American security and
competitiveness. The prominent role of
science in the American war effort dur-
ing World War II left Americans with a
new appreciation of the importance of
research in establishing and preserving
economic and military security. Feder-
ally funded research provided the
American war effort with radar, sonar,
the proximity fuse, blood plasma, sul-
fanilamide, penicillin, and the atomic
bomb. In 1944, President Roosevelt
charged Vannevar Bush, his chief
science adviser, with evaluating the
most effective way to harness this
technological infrastructure in peace-
time. The Bush report—Science—The
Endless Frontier—established a strat-
egy and rationale for Federal support
of basic research. The report argued
that ‘‘a nation which depends upon
others for its new basic scientific
knowledge will be slow in its industrial
progress and weak in its competitive
position in world trade regardless of its
mechanical skill.’’ This report provided
the blueprint for creation of the Na-
tional Science Foundation.

NSF was established in 1950 to ‘‘de-
velop and encourage the pursuit of a
national policy for the promotion of
basic research and education in the
sciences.’’ Eight years later, following
the 1957 Soviet launch of the Sputnik
satellite, this mission was expanded to
provide greater support for science edu-
cation and literacy. Over the next
three decades, NSF became the pri-
mary Federal sponsor of basic sci-
entific research in mathematics, phys-
ical sciences, computer science, engi-
neering, and environmental science at
colleges and universities. Equally im-
portant to the future of our Nation,
NSF has become a primary catalyst for
math and science education reform.

NSF’S ROLE IN FEDERAL RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT

The legislation which I am introduc-
ing with my colleagues authorizes $3.5
billion for the National Science Foun-
dation in fiscal year 1998 and $3.6 bil-
lion in fiscal year 1999. Although the
National Science Foundation’s budget
accounts for only 4 percent of Federal
research and development funding,
NSF provides 25 percent of Federal sup-
port to academic institutions for re-
search. NSF’s contribution is even
greater in some disciplines—NSF pro-
vides nearly 50 percent of all Federal
support for basic research in certain
fields of science, including math, com-
puter science, and environmental
science. This funding supports approxi-
mately 19,000 research and education
projects at more than 2,000 colleges,
universities, primary, elementary, and
secondary schools, businesses, and
other research institutions. Competi-
tion for these grants is fierce. NSF
funds only about one-third of the 30,000
proposals it reviews annually.

The importance of this investment
cannot be exaggerated. Over the past
decade, private sector investment in

research and development has eclipsed
Federal investment in public science.
However, the Federal investment in
basic science plays a preeminent role
in industrial innovation in the United
States. A recent review of American in-
dustrial patent applications revealed
that the Government or nonprofit
foundations supported 75 percent of the
main papers cited as the foundation for
the new industrial innovation. The re-
maining 25 percent were funded by in-
dustry.

NSF’S ROLE IN SCIENCE EDUCATION AND
TECHNOLOGY LITERACY

This bill authorizes $645 million for
the education and human resources di-
rectorate [EHRD] in fiscal year 1998.
EHRD has primary responsibility for
NSF’s education and training activi-
ties. In contrast with the programs of
the Department of Education, NSF
science and math education programs
are experiments which link learning
and discovery. Proposals are selected
by outside peer review panels on the
basis of their potential to provide long-
lasting and broad impact. NSF has
made notable contributions in the
areas of curriculum and instructional
material development, professional de-
velopment, and improved the participa-
tion in science research and science
education of women, minorities, and
individuals with disabilities. This leg-
islation strengthens and enhances
these efforts.

And finally, I would be remiss if I did
not speak about the partnership which
has been forged between the State of
Vermont and the National Science
Foundation. Last year, NSF grants
were provided to the Barre Town Ele-
mentary School, Mountshire Museum
of Science, Cabot School, Charlestown
Elementary School, St. Michael’s Col-
lege, Johnson State College, and the
University of Vermont. In 1992, the
Vermont Institute for Science, Math,
and Technology received a 5-year
award of $7.9 million to establish a col-
laborative statewide education reform
effort linking business, higher edu-
cation, government, and community
sectors.

Our bill builds upon partnerships like
that forged with the State of Vermont
and offers a credible bipartisan re-
sponse to the research and science edu-
cation challenges facing our Nation. I
urge the support of all my colleagues
in the Senate for this worthwhile legis-
lation.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, it is a
privilege to join Senator JEFFORDS and
Senator FRIST as a sponsor of the Na-
tional Science Foundation Authoriza-
tion Act of 1997. This bipartisan legis-
lation looks to the future by strength-
ening our national commitment to re-
search and development. It also en-
sures the continued success of NSF’s
teacher training and professional de-
velopment programs. In addition, it
will improve science and math edu-
cation from kindergarten to graduate
school, and maintain America’s com-
petitive edge into the 21st century.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7865July 22, 1997
Few Federal agencies deliver as

much bang for the buck as the Na-
tional Science Foundation. The NSF
funds 19,000 peer-reviewed science and
education projects at more than 2,000
colleges, universities, schools, busi-
nesses, and research facilities in the
United States.

NSF accounts for only 4 percent of
total Federal research and develop-
ment funding, yet it provides 25 per-
cent of basic research support at aca-
demic institutions, and as much as half
of all Federal funding for research in
fields such as mathematics, computer
science, environmental science, and
the social sciences.

The NSF also plays an important
role in training teachers and develop-
ing math and science curricula to pre-
pare students for tomorrow’s chal-
lenges. It has promoted innovative edu-
cation programs in partnership with
colleges, universities, elementary and
secondary schools, science museums,
and state and local governments. These
programs encourage the discovery of
new knowledge and its application to
real-world problems.

NSF support for basic research and
science education has played an impor-
tant role in encouraging economic
growth over the last 50 years. Accord-
ing to a recent study, each dollar that
the Federal Government has spent on
basic research has contributed 50 cents
or more to the national output. These
economic benefits are spread through-
out the economy, enhancing the pro-
ductivity of the Nation’s work force
and improving the quality of life of all
Americans.

At the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology, for example, NSF funds
have encouraged scientists to explore
the commercial applications of their
research. Technology developed at MIT
had a role in the launching of 13 com-
panies in 1995. They manufacture prod-
ucts ranging from computer chips to
communication networks. These enter-
prises have bolstered the State and
local economies, and provided jobs and
opportunities for many citizens.

In Massachusetts, the National
Science Foundation is funding a wide
range of projects on the cutting edge of
research. NSF grants have been instru-
mental in building the State’s bio-
technology industry, mapping the
oceans at the Woods Hole Oceano-
graphic Institute, developing new
superconductors at Harvard Univer-
sity’s Material Research Science and
Education Center, and fostering coop-
erative partnerships with schools, par-
ents, businesses, and community orga-
nizations to strengthen math and
science education programs.

Nationwide, NSF grants also cover a
broad range of projects from health
care to crime-fighting to protecting
the environment. Specific grants are
improving the treatment of arrythmia,
facilitating the accurate identification
of crime suspects, developing new bio-
technology techniques to clean hazard-
ous waste sites, and analyzing an Ant-

arctic meteorite to determine whether
or not life existed on Mars.

NSF funds benefit the humanities as
well. The Next Generation Internet
project will give researchers access to
information from the world’s libraries
and museums at rates that are 100 to
1,000 times faster than today’s
Internet.

Recent budget projections by the
American Association for the Advance-
ment of Science paint a bleak picture
for future funding of research and de-
velopment. Discretionary spending,
which funds all R&D programs includ-
ing NSF grant support, is expected to
shrink from one-sixth to one-seventh of
the Federal budget by the year 2000. As
a result, funds for NSF research and
development will likely face reductions
of 18 percent. At the same time, Ger-
many, Japan, and France are projected
to begin to overtake the United States
in R&D expenditures. These develop-
ments will jeopardize America’s leader-
ship in science and technology as the
21st century approaches.

The impact of these cuts will be felt
heavily in Massachusetts, which ranks
third among States in NSF funding.
Nearly 1,400 projects at over 140 sites in
Massachusetts are funded at more than
$224 million annually, and an 18-per-
cent decrease in grant support would
adversely affect students, scientists,
researchers, and citizens in all 50
States.

The National Science Foundation
Authorization Act of 1997 that we are
sponsoring will place research and de-
velopment on a more secure footing
over the next 2 years. It will increase
NSF funding by 7.2 percent in fiscal
year 1998 and 3.7 percent in fiscal year
1999. The legislation also strengthens
efforts to improve science, mathe-
matics, engineering, and technology
training for teachers and students, and
will enable NSF to continue to play an
important role in developing a faster
and more powerful Internet. In addi-
tion, it authorizes the Office of Science
and Technology Policy to prepare a re-
port analyzing indirect costs, which
play a vital but poorly understood part
of Federal R&D spending.

The National Science Foundation is
doing an outstanding job of fulfilling
their missions, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this important leg-
islation.

By Mr. MACK (for himself and
Mr. GRAHAM):

S. 1047. A bill to settle certain
Miccosukee Indian land takings claims
within the State of Florida; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

MICCOSUKEE SETTLEMENT ACT OF 1997

Mr. MACK. Mr. President, I rise
today with my colleague from Florida,
Senator GRAHAM, to introduce legisla-
tion approving an agreement between
the Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of
Florida, and the State of Florida. This
agreement arose from disputes sur-
rounding the construction of Interstate
75 through the Miccosukee Reservation
in Florida.

By way of background, Mr. Presi-
dent, when the interstate was built
from Naples across to Fort Lauderdale,
the Florida Department of Transpor-
tation dredged fill dirt off the northern
Miccosukee Indian Reservation and
used it to construct the roadbed. The
Miccosukees subsequently sued in Fed-
eral District Court on the basis of an
unlawful taking of property.

The State and the Miccosukees sub-
sequently worked out a settlement
whereby Florida would keep the fill-
dirt and the Indians would get several
parcels of State land. One parcel is ad-
jacent to the tribe’s permit lands on
Tamiami Trail and another is near the
Krome Detention Center in Miami.
This agreement has been signed by the
Miccosukees and the Department of In-
terior and was endorsed unanimously
by the Governor and Cabinet of Flor-
ida.

The bill we are introducing today
will direct the Secretary of the Inte-
rior—as the Federal trustee of the
Miccosukees—to:

First, aid and assist in the fulfill-
ment of the settlement agreement in a
reasonable manner; second, upon find-
ing that the agreement is legally suffi-
cient, the Secretary should sign the
agreement on behalf of the United
States; third, facilitate the transfer of
Miccosukee land—the fill-dirt—to the
Florida Department of Transportation
under the terms of the agreement, and;
fourth, receive in Federal trust—on be-
half of the Miccosukees—the land put
up by the State for the swap—adjacent
to Permit Area and Krome.

Mr. President, this legislation has
also been introduced by Representative
DIAZ-BALART in the House of Rep-
resentatives. The enactment of this
legislation is very important to the
Miccosukee Tribe and I urge my col-
leagues to join us in this effort.

Thank you, Mr. President.

By Mr. SMITH of Oregon:
S. 1049. A bill to require the Sec-

retary of Agriculture to make a minor
adjustment in the exterior boundary of
the Hells Canyon Wilderness in the
States of Oregon and Idaho to exclude
an established Forest Service road in-
advertently included in the wilderness;
to the Committee on Energy and Natu-
ral Resources.

HELLS CANYON NATIONAL RECREATION AREA
LEGISLATION

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. President,
today I introduce a bill that corrects a
Forest Service mapping error on the
border of the Hells Canyon National
Recreation Area [HCNRA], in north-
east Oregon, that has led to the closure
of an important access road. The bill
will restore public access to Hells Can-
yon, while preserving additional wil-
derness acreage for the enjoyment of
generations to come.

In 1975, Congress created the Hells
Canyon National Recreation Area
which includes the Wilderness Area and
overlooks the Snake River and the Or-
egon-Idaho border. Along the western
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rim of Hells Canyon lies Forest Service
Road 3965. The 1975 act directed the de-
velopment of a comprehensive manage-
ment plan for the HCNRA and specifi-
cally addressed the need to analyze
road access on the western rim of the
canyon. The 1982 Comprehensive Man-
agement Plan, developed with exten-
sive public participation, provided for
continued motor vehicle use of Road
3965 for recreation and fire prevention
purposes. The road existed prior to the
HCNRA designation, but upon the dis-
covery that the road crossed into the
designated wilderness area, the road
was closed.

The Forest Service inadvertently
erred in its location of the wilderness
boundary in question. This legislation
will, therefore, adjust the wilderness
boundary to bring it in line with what
Congress intended when the wilderness
was established. This correction will
actually increase wilderness acreage.

For decades, Oregon residents have
traveled this service road to experience
the natural beauty of Hells Canyon.
The recreation area is an important
part of our heritage, and public access
to it is vital. I look forward to the For-
est Service managing the road with
continued sensitivity to all cultural,
environmental, and economic impacts.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this legislation be printed in
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the bill was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

S. 1049
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT, HELLS

CANYON WILDERNESS, HELLS CAN-
YON NATIONAL RECREATION AREA.

The Secretary of Agriculture shall revise
the map and detailed boundary description of
the Hells Canyon Wilderness designated by
section 2 of Public Law 94–199 (16 U.S.C.
460gg–1) to exclude Forest Service Road 3965
from the wilderness area so that the road
may continue to be used by motorized vehi-
cles to its historical terminus at Squirrel
Prairie, as was the original intent of the
Congress. The road shall continue to be in-
cluded in the Hells Canyon National Recre-
ation Area also established by such Act.

By Mr. JEFFORDS (for himself,
Mrs. MURRAY, and Ms. SNOWE):

S. 1050. A bill to assist in implement-
ing the plan of action adopted by the
World Summit for Children; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

THE JAMES P. GRANT WORLD SUMMIT FOR
CHILDREN IMPLEMENTATION ACT

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. President, I rise
today, on behalf of myself, Senator
MURRAY, and Senator SNOWE, to intro-
duce the James P. Grant World Sum-
mit for Children Implementation Act
of 1997.

At the 1990 World Summit for Chil-
dren, the United States and 158 other
nations made a promise to the world’s
children. In signing the summit dec-
laration and plan of action, they
pledged, by the year 2000, to reduce
child mortality rates by at least one-
third, to reduce maternal deaths and
child malnutrition by one-half, to pro-

vide all children access to basic edu-
cation, and to provide all families ac-
cess to clean water, safe sanitation and
family planning information, and serv-
ices. In the declaration they stated,
‘‘We are prepared to make available
the resources to meet these commit-
ments.’’

We have, in fact, made some progress
over the last several years in meeting
these admittedly ambitious objectives.
Child mortality rates have fallen. Over
80 percent of the world’s children are
now immunized, saving 3 million lives
annually. Nonetheless, millions of chil-
dren are still dying every year for want
of a vaccine costing just a few dollars
or a Vitamin A capsule costing a few
cents. It is estimated that 12 million
children still die each year from pre-
ventable diseases and malnutrition.

The objective of the legislation Sen-
ators MURRAY and SNOWE and I are in-
troducing today is to keep the United
States focused on the commitments it
made at the World Summit on Chil-
dren. The bill would shift funds within
the existing foreign assistance budget
to meet the needs of children—without
increasing overall foreign assistance.
Specifically, it calls for increased allo-
cations of funds for child survival,
basic education, Vitamin A and other
micronutrients, UNICEF, AIDS preven-
tion and care, refugee assistance, fam-
ily planning, and tuberculosis preven-
tion and treatment.

This is not just a foreign assistance
bill. We can and must do more in our
own country to improve the health and
welfare of children at risk. Therefore,
this legislation also calls for increased
funding of domestic programs which
touch the lives of children, namely
Head Start and the Special Supple-
mental Food Program for Women, In-
fants, and Children, also known as
WIC. Both of these programs have
proven track records of improving the
lives and prospects of children from
low-income families.

Mr. President, I appreciate that Con-
gress is in the midst of serious fiscal
belt tightening in order to meet our
balanced budget objectives. This means
that we must focus on our highest pri-
orities. I would maintain, though, that
we have no higher priority than our
children and providing for their future.
The programs cited in this bill, if prop-
erly funded, will improve the quality of
life of children, here and abroad, and
help them grow into healthy, produc-
tive adults. Moreover, it will do so
without increasing our overall foreign
assistance and with only a modest in-
crease in the two domestic programs
cited.

Mr. President, this bill is good for
children, good for their families, and
good for our future. I urge my col-
leagues to support it.

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I am
delighted to once again join my col-
league from Vermont, Senator JAMES
JEFFORDS, in introducing the James P.
Grant World Summit for Children Im-
plementation Act. I particularly want
to pay tribute to Senator JEFFORDS for
his continuing leadership in the effort
to aid all children.

The World Summit for Children Im-
plementation Act is our effort to en-
sure that the United States imple-
ments the plan of action adopted at the
1990 United Nations World Summit for
Children. Our legislation proposes a se-
ries of life-saving, cost-effective pro-
grams to protect the health and well-
being of children worldwide. Impor-
tantly, while this legislation proposes
several increases in individual foreign
assistance programs, it does not call
for an increase in overall foreign aid
levels.

Specifically, the Jeffords-Murray bill
increases funding allocations for child
survival, basic education, vitamin A
and other micronutrients, UNICEF,
AIDS prevention and care, refugee as-
sistance, and family planning. Our bill
also calls for an increase in funding for
two important domestic programs: WIC
and Head Start.

The world’s children have a right to
adequate nutrition, full immunization,
a decent education, and health care.
The United States has traditionally led
the way in promoting the well-being of
children. Because the nations of the
world are more interdependent than
ever before, the well-being of children
around the globe affects us here in the
United States. Children are not just
the foundation of our society and our
future; they are truly the foundation of
the future of the world.

According to UNICEF, more than
33,000 children die each and every day;
most from easily preventable diseases.
The under 5 mortality rate for children
in the least developed countries is 20
times greater than that of the United
States and other industrialized na-
tions.

More than 2 million children under
age 5 die each year from vaccine pre-
ventable diseases like diphtheria, mea-
sles, pertussis, polio, tuberculosis, and
tetanus. Diarrhoeal diseases, often
caused by a total lack of clean sanita-
tion facilities and clean water, kill an
additional 3 million children per year.
And for every child that dies, several
more live on with stunted growth, ill
health, and diminished potential.

The world’s political leadership can
ill-afford to ignore these statistics.
These are just the mortality statistics
for young children. Equally disturbing
figures are available regarding access
to education, the treatment of young
girls, nutrition, and child labor. Clear-
ly, our work on behalf of children is far
from completed. While we have much
to celebrate, we have much more to do.
And I am delighted to be joining Sen-
ator JEFFORDS to unequivocally state
our belief that the United States must
continue to champion the future
health, education, and economic well-
being of children everywhere.

Importantly, to reach children, we
must reach out to the world’s women
including young mothers, family pro-
viders, and elders. Women are often
overlooked in tradition development
programs. Fortunately, the World
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Summit for Children recognized to im-
prove the lot of children, the status of
women also had to improve.

For example, recognizing the impor-
tant link between child survival and
family planning, the World Summit for
Children called for universal access to
family planning education and services
by the end of this decade.

Family planning saves the lives of
both women and children. We know
that babies born in quick succession to
a mother whose body has not yet re-
covered from a previous birth are the
least likely to survive. Increasing
funds in this area has been a top prior-
ity for me in my work in the Senate,
and is addressed positively in the legis-
lation we are introducing today.

Basic education is another important
component of this legislation. Of the
143 million children in the developing
world not attending school, 56 percent
are girls. Of the world’s 900 million il-
literate adults, nearly two thirds are
women. World Bank studies have esti-
mated that each additional year of edu-
cation for a young girl results in a 10-
percent decrease in birth rates and
child death rates, and a 10 to 20 percent
increase in wages earned.

Foreign aid is never a popular item. I
applaud Secretary of State Madeleine
Albright for her advocacy work in sup-
port of foreign aid and U.S. assistance
abroad. And I am pleased that the both
bodies of the Congress have voted to
provide additional moneys for foreign
assistance in fiscal year 1998. In my
view, our foreign aid dollars are best
spent when we are investing in pro-
grams that strengthen families around
the globe, and give a special hand to
women and children.

That is exactly what Senator JEF-
FORDS and I propose to do with the
James P. Grant World’s Summit for
Children Implementation Act. I urge
my colleagues to review and support
this important legislation.

By Mr. CAMPBELL:
S. 1051. A bill to amend the Commu-

nications Act of 1934 to enhance protec-
tions against unauthorized changes of
telephone service subscribers from one
telecommunications carrier to an-
other, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

THE INTERSTATE SLAMMING PREVENTION ACT
OF 1997

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President,
today I am introducing legislation that
will address a significant consumer
issue—the unauthorized change of tele-
communications subscribers from one
carrier to another, otherwise known as
slamming.

Consumers have the right to choose
their primary long distance company
and to change companies whenever
they wish. Sometimes a consumer’s
telecommunications company is
changed without the consumer’s
knowledge or consent, a practice
known as slamming. As competition
among telecommunications carriers

has increased, so has the number of
complaints arising from unauthorized
or unknowingly authorized changes of
consumers’ telecommunications car-
riers.

To give an idea of the scope of the
problem, the Federal Communications
Commission [FCC] reports that it re-
ceived over 1,700 complaints during fis-
cal year 1993. By 1995, that number had
escalated to over 38,000 consumer tele-
phone complaints and over 25,000 writ-
ten complaints. In fact, the FCC says
slamming complaints are their fastest
growing category of consumer com-
plaint, and my home State of Colorado
ranks among the top five States in 1996
slamming complaints per million cus-
tomers.

The FCC reports that a slammed
consumer may lose important service
features, get lower quality service, or
be charged higher rates for his or her
telephone calls. Slamming also distorts
the telecommunications competitive
market by rewarding companies that
engage in deceptive and misleading
marketing prices. The Telecommuni-
cations Act of 1996 includes provisions
designed to reduce slamming, and it
charges the FCC to adopt rules to im-
plement these provisions.

The bill I am introducing today will
give teeth to the Commission’s efforts
to curb slamming. I firmly believe that
enforcement, streamlined processing of
slamming complaints, and consumer
education will help stem the tide of un-
authorized carrier changes.

My bill, the Interstate Slamming
Prevention Act of 1997, imposes a dead-
line of April 30, 1998 for the completion
of the FCC’s rulemaking on slamming.

Currently, the Telecommunications
Act does not define a deadline for ac-
tion, and one is needed to ensure that
consumers are protected as soon as
possible from companies that engage in
deceptive marketing practices. Nine
months is sufficient time for the FCC
to build a full record, solicit input from
all interested parties, and put forth
new antislamming rules.

My legislation directs the FCC, in its
rulemaking, to develop rules and regu-
lations regarding penalties and liabil-
ities—including substantial fines or
forfeitures under section 503 of the
Communications Act—for the unau-
thorized switching of a customer’s pre-
ferred telecommunications carrier.

It also directs the FCC to consider
whether telecommunications carriers
should be required to set up toll-free
numbers dedicated to reporting unau-
thorized long distance carrier switches,
with the obligation for a customer
service representative to answer in-
coming calls within 2 minutes.

I support such a toll-free number
with call answering standards. Requir-
ing consumers to pay for a call to re-
port a slamming incident or having
them endure a long wait before speak-
ing to a customer service representa-
tive, would pose real barriers to accu-
rate reporting.

My legislation further directs the
Commission to consider a process that

would secure facts and statistical data
from telecommunications carriers re-
lated to the number of consumer com-
plaints they receive regarding slam-
ming.

By October 31, 1998, the bill directs
the FCC to report to Congress the iden-
tities of those telecommunications car-
riers that represent the 10 top
slammers for 1997—based on the ratio
of annual customer complaints regard-
ing unauthorized carrier changes to the
total number of customers served by
such carriers.

It is my hope that such a list will
serve as an effective deterrent to com-
panies contemplating deceptive mar-
keting campaigns. Negative publicity
could be the best defense in the fight
against slamming.

This report also should identify
whether telecommunications carriers
have been assessed fines or forfeitures
by the Commission—including the
amount of the fine or forfeiture, and
whether the assessment was the result
of a full prosecution or pursuant to a
consent decree.

After the first report in October 1998,
the bill requires an annual report be
submitted by the FCC to Congress each
April 30.

Before Congress takes more dramatic
action in this regard, my bill would
look to the FCC for its recommenda-
tions on the following issues: Whether
consumers should be provided a private
cause of action, with minimum statu-
tory penalties, relating to unauthor-
ized slamming; whether the FCC’s cur-
rent fine and forfeiture authority is
sufficient to meaningfully address and
curb actions of telecommunications
carriers that engage in slamming; and
what penalties should be applied to
telecommunications carriers which
switch a customer’s preferred tele-
communications carrier without a cus-
tomer’s authorization either willfully
and knowingly or by means of a forged
document?

It is simply unfair for unsuspecting
consumers, especially senior citizens,
who in good faith select a long distance
carrier only to have their long distance
phone service changed without their
knowledge. Slamming is unfair and
against the law. My bill will help pro-
tect consumers from this unfair prac-
tice.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the bill be printed in the
RECORD.

Mr. President, I urge my colleagues
to support this bill.

There being no objection, the bill was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

S. 1051
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Interstate
Slamming Prevention Act of 1997’’.
SEC. 2. ENHANCEMENT OF PROTECTIONS.

(a) LIABILITY FOR ADDITIONAL CHARGES.—
Subsection (b) of section 258 of the Commu-
nications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 258) is amend-
ed—
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(1) by striking ‘‘(b) LIABILITY FOR

CHARGES.—Any telecommunications carrier’’
in the first sentence and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘‘(b) LIABILITY FOR CHARGES.—
‘‘(1) CHARGES COLLECTED AFTER VIOLA-

TION.—Any telecommunications carrier’’;
and

(2) by striking the second sentence and in-
serting the following:

‘‘(2) FEES FOR CHANGING BACK.—Any tele-
communications carrier described in para-
graph (1) shall also be liable to the carrier
previously selected by the subscriber con-
cerned for any fees associated with changing
the subscriber back to the carrier previously
selected, in accordance with such procedures
as the Commission may prescribe.

‘‘(3) RELATION TO OTHER AUTHORITY.—The
remedies provided by this subsection are in
addition to any other remedies available by
law.’’.

(b) ADDITIONAL PENALTIES.—Such section
258 is further amended by adding at the end
the following:

‘‘(c) ADDITIONAL PENALTIES.—Any tele-
communications carrier that violates the
verification procedures described in sub-
section (a) shall be subject to such additional
fines and penalties, including a forfeiture
penalty under section 503(b)(1)(B) of this Act,
as the Commission shall prescribe.’’.

(c) ADDITIONAL PROTECTIONS.—Such section
258 is further amended by adding at the end
the following:

‘‘(d) ADDITIONAL PROTECTIONS.—In order to
provide subscribers with additional protec-
tions against changes in providers of tele-
phone exchange service or telephone toll
service in violation of the verification proce-
dures described in subsection (a), the Com-
mission may prescribe the following:

‘‘(1) A requirement that telecommuni-
cations carriers establish toll-free telephone
numbers in order to permit subscribers to
register complaints regarding the execution
of such changes in service, including the re-
quirement that calls to such numbers be an-
swered in not more than two minutes.

‘‘(2) A requirement that telecommuni-
cations carriers provide the Commission
such information relating to the complaints
made to such carriers regarding such
changes in service as the Commission consid-
ers appropriate.’’.

(d) DEADLINE FOR RULEMAKING.—The Fed-
eral Communications Commission shall pre-
scribe the regulations required by section 258
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended by this section, not later than April
30, 1998.

(e) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—
(1) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than October

31, 1998, the Commission shall submit to Con-
gress a report on unauthorized changes of
subscribers’ selections of providers of tele-
phone exchange service or telephone toll
service. The report shall include the follow-
ing:

(A) A list of the ten telecommunications
carriers that, during the one-year period
ending on the date of the report, were sub-
ject to the highest number of complaints of
having executed unauthorized changes of
subscribers from their selected providers of
telephone exchange service or telephone toll
service when compared with the total num-
ber of subscribers served by such carriers.

(B) The telecommunications carriers, if
any, assessed fines or penalties under section
258(c) of the Communications Act of 1934, as
added by subsection (c) of this section, dur-
ing that period, including the amount of
each fine or penalty, and whether the fine or
penalty was assessed as a result of a court
judgment or an order of the Commission or
was secured pursuant to a consent decree.

(C) Whether or not subscribers should be
authorized to bring a private cause of action

against telecommunications carriers that
change subscriber selections of providers of
telephone exchange service or telephone toll
service in violation of the procedures pre-
scribed under section 258(a) of the Commu-
nications Act of 1934 and, if so, the advisabil-
ity of establishing minimum statutory pen-
alties for violations addressed by such causes
of action.

(D) Whether or not the fines and penalties
imposed by the Commission under section
258(c) of the Communications Act of 1934, as
so added, are sufficient to deter tele-
communications carriers from changing sub-
scriber selections of providers of telephone
exchange service or telephone toll service in
violation of such procedures.

(2) UPDATE.—Not later than one year after
the date on which the Commission submits
the report required by paragraph (1), and
each year thereafter, the Commission shall
submit to Congress an update of the previous
report under this subsection which sets forth
the information specified in subparagraphs
(A) and (B) of that paragraph for one-year
period preceding the date of the report con-
cerned.

By Mrs. BOXER:
S. 1052. A bill to amend the Andean

Trade Preference Act to prohibit the
provision of duty-free treatment for
live plants and fresh cut flowers de-
scribed in chapter 6 of the Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States; to
the Committee on Finance

THE ANDEAN TRADE PREFERENCE ACT FLOWER
EXEMPTION AMENDMENT ACT OF 1997

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, in 1991
Congress enacted the Andean Trade
Preference Act which provided for
duty-free treatment, or reduced duties,
on many products, including fresh-cut
flowers, imported from the four South
American Andean countries of Bolivia,
Colombia, Ecuador, and Peru. This leg-
islation was proposed as a means of
promoting alternatives to coca cultiva-
tion and production by offering broader
access to U.S. markets for legal prod-
ucts.

However, the impact of the ATPA on
our domestic flower industry, particu-
larly in my home State of California,
has been devastating. Colombian fresh-
cut flowers have been the greatest ben-
eficiary of the ATPA. In 1992, Colombia
exported $87.7 million worth of fresh
cut flowers to the United States. By
1995, Colombian exports increased to
over $374.4 million. This represents a
427-percent increase over that 3-year
period.

Domestic growers of roses and carna-
tions have been particularly hard-hit.
In 1996, Colombia exported approxi-
mately 1.7 billion roses and carnations
to the United States. Colombia now
controls more than 50 percent of the
United States market for roses and 80
percent of the carnation market. Over-
all, Colombian flowers account for
about 65 percent of the United States
fresh-cut flower market.

The preferential treatment accorded
Colombian fresh-cut flowers under the
ATPA has had a direct and dire impact
on the United States flower industry—
approximately 58 percent of which is
located in California. This preferential
treatment, however, does not appear to
be serving its intended purpose.

In 1996, an International Trade Com-
mission report found that the ‘‘ATPA
had little effect on drug crop eradi-
cation in the Andean region * * *.’’ In
fact, quite the opposite has happened.
The number of hectares devoted to
coca cultivation in Colombia increased
from 37,500 in 1991 to more than 50,000
in 1995. The ITC report also found that
‘‘[the] ATPA had a small and indirect
* * * effect on crop substitution during
1995 * * *.’’ Thus, the intended goal of
reducing drug crop cultivation by pro-
viding market access for alternative
crops has not been achieved.

Mr. President, I applaud and support
the goals of the Andean Trade Pref-
erence Act. We must do all we can to
encourage Colombia to seek alter-
natives to drug production. The impact
of the ATPA on our domestic flower in-
dustry, however, has been far too great
to justify the continued inclusion of
fresh-cut flowers. It is imperative,
therefore, that we exempt fresh-cut
flowers from the ATPA.

In enacting the ATPA, Congress spe-
cifically exempted certain products,
that is textiles and apparel, watches
and watch parts, and petroleum prod-
ucts, which were considered particu-
larly sensitive to import competition.
Fresh-cut flowers should be considered
a similarly sensitive domestic product,
and thus also exempted from the
ATPA. Thank you, Mr. President.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the bill was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

S. 1052
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. PROHIBITION ON PROVISION OF

DUTY-FREE TREATMENT FOR LIVE
PLANTS AND FRESH CUT FLOWERS
UNDER THE ANDEAN TRADE PREF-
ERENCES ACT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 204 of the Andean
Trade Preference Act (19 U.S.C. 3203) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—
(A) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘or’’ at

the end;
(B) in paragraph (8), by striking the period

at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and
(C) by adding at the end the following:
‘‘(9) live plants and fresh cut flowers de-

scribed in chapter 6 of the HTS.’’; and
(2) in subsection (e)(5)—
(A) by striking subparagraph (A); and
(B) by redesignating subparagraph (B)

through (D) as subparagraphs (A) through
(C), respectively.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by subsection (a) shall apply with re-
spect to goods entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse for consumption, on or after the
date that is 15 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

By Mr. BIDEN:
S. 1053. A bill to reauthorize the Of-

fice of National Drug Control Policy,
and for other purposes; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.
REAUTHORIZATION OF THE OFFICE OF NATIONAL

DRUG CONTROL POLICY

Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, since I re-
leased my first annual drug strategy in
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1990, I have argued that it was impera-
tive that we needed to act, instead of
just talk, in order to confront the prob-
lem of drug abuse and drug related
crime. This means focusing quickly on
the risks confronting our youth, identi-
fying practical steps our communities
can take to reduce these risks, and
committing ourselves to the hard work
and resources needed to steer young
people to productive lives instead of
wasted lives.

The administration’s 1998 national
drug strategy provides significant steps
toward these goals. Under the leader-
ship of General McCaffrey, the admin-
istration’s 1998 drug strategy calls for a
10-year antidrug plan and a 1998 budget
request that includes full funding for
drug control efforts that have proven
to work.

The administration’s budget request
includes: $8.4 billion for domestic drug
enforcement; $3.3 billion for drug treat-
ment; $2.2 billion for drug education
and prevention—including $680 million
for Safe and Drug-Free Schools; and
$2.1 billion for interdiction and inter-
national antidrug efforts—including
broad, across-the-board increases for
law enforcement agencies like the FBI,
DEA, INS, and U.S. Attorneys.

In addition to funding these existing
programs, the budget request estab-
lishes a national media campaign of
prime-time antidrug television adver-
tisements to stop kids from trying
drugs in the first place—funded by $175
million from Federal Government and
$175 million from private industry.

These are all positive steps which I
urge my colleagues to pass into law.

What is more, these positive steps il-
lustrate just how vital the office of the
Drug Director truly is. Because, if we
did not have an office—a single, respon-
sible office charged with overseeing the
Federal antidrug policy we could not
even debate whether General
McCaffrey’s drug strategy makes sense.
I believe it does. But, there may be
others who do not. My key point is
that without a Drug Director, we would
have lost even the chance to have an
informed debate over a specific pro-
posal.

I remind my colleagues what we
faced on the drug policy front when I
first began calling for a drug office in
1980: it was pretty simple, there was no
drug office, there were more than 50
Federal departments, agencies, and of-
fices putting together a hodge-podge of
antidrug efforts with no coherant plan.

Contrast this to what we have today,
General McCaffrey has submitted a
strategy and a budget—and we can now
all debate what a majority of us favor
and what a majority of us oppose.

This is the fundamental reason why I
am today introducing legislation to re-
authorize the Office of National Drug
Control Policy. I know that the admin-
istration, led by General McCaffrey,
has worked hard to craft this legisla-
tion, and I believe that it deserves
speedy consideration—and the votes—
of my colleagues.

One of the important refinements of-
fered in this legislation is to build in
some long-term planning while at the
same time adding some greater ac-
countability for the drug strategy and
all its component parts.

This legislation does so by calling on
the Drug Director to develop a 10-year
plan, a 5-year budget coupled with a de-
tailed annual status report assessing
the progress on the strategy, as well as
a detailed, program-by-program, an-
nual budget.

In other words, this legislation would
keep the Drug Director’s key power to
develop, define, and submit to Congress
a detailed annual drug budget. A proc-
ess which holds unique powers to focus
congressional debate on the topic of
drug policy, and which is the strongest
institutional power of the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy within the
executive branch.

In addition, this legislation will en-
hance a function which too often is ig-
nored—that function: accountability.
Here, the Drug Director has called for
long- and short-term measureable ob-
jectives. In fact, as part of General
McCaffrey’s on-going efforts at the
Drug Office, the General has already
identified more than 54 performance
targets and another nearly 80 measures
of program effectiveness.

The legislation I am introducing
today will help formalize this process.
Let me also add, that calling on the
Drug Director to provide a 10-year plan
will not prevent any future administra-
tion—nor even this administration—
from changing or refining that plan. It
is simply to recognize that we are at a
stage in our effort against drugs where
we must focus on implementation and
results. And, this is exactly what the
legislation I offer today is all about.

I urge my colleagues to support the
legislation I offer today.
f

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 89

At the request of Ms. SNOWE, the
name of the Senator from South Da-
kota [Mr. JOHNSON] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 89, a bill to prohibit dis-
crimination against individuals and
their family members on the basis of
genetic information, or a request for
genetic services.

S. 370

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina [Mr. FAIRCLOTH] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 370, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
provide for increased medicare reim-
bursement for nurse practitioners and
clinical nurse specialists to increase
the delivery of health services in
health professional shortage areas, and
for other purposes.

S. 394

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Utah [Mr.
BENNETT] was added as a cosponsor of
S. 394, a bill to partially restore com-

pensation levels to their past equiva-
lent in terms of real income and estab-
lish the procedure for adjusting future
compensation of justices and judges of
the United States.

S. 397

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. KERRY] was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 397, a bill to amend chap-
ters 83 and 84 of title 5, United States
Code, to extend the civil service retire-
ment provisions of such chapter which
are applicable to law enforcement offi-
cers, to inspectors of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, inspectors
and canine enforcement officers of the
United States Customs Service, and
revenue officers of the Internal Reve-
nue Service.

S. 412

At the request of Mr. LAUTENBERG,
the name of the Senator from New
York [Mr. MOYNIHAN] was added as a
cosponsor of S. 412, a bill to provide for
a national standard to prohibit the op-
eration of motor vehicles by intoxi-
cated individuals.

S. 537

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the
name of the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
LUGAR] was added as a cosponsor of S.
537, a bill to amend title III of the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to revise and ex-
tend the mammography quality stand-
ards program.

S. 599

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the
name of the Senator from Washington
[Mrs. MURRAY] was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 599, a bill to protect children
and other vulnerable subpopulations
from exposure to certain environ-
mental pollutants, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 608

At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. LEVIN] was added as a cosponsor of
S. 608, a bill to authorize the enforce-
ment by State and local governments
of certain Federal Communications
Commission regulations regarding use
of citizens band radio equipment.

S. 755

At the request of Mr. CAMPBELL, the
name of the Senator from Washington
[Mr. GORTON] was added as a cosponsor
of S. 755, a bill to amend title 10, Unit-
ed States Code, to restore the provi-
sions of chapter 76 of that title (relat-
ing to missing persons) as in effect be-
fore the amendments made by the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 1997 and to make other im-
provements to that chapter.

S. 852

At the request of Mr. LOTT, the name
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
HUTCHINSON] was added as a cosponsor
of S. 852, a bill to establish nationally
uniform requirements regarding the ti-
tling and registration of salvage, non-
repairable, and rebuilt vehicles.

S. 943

At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the
names of the Senator from Oklahoma
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